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Office of the Attorney General 
United States 



United States Federal District Court 
Northern District of Texas, Dallas Division 



United States 
v. 



Plaintiffs, 



Case No. CR 1992 
INDICTMENT 



Lee Harvey Oswald 

Defendant. 

The Federal Grand Jury for the United States upon their oath and in 
the name and by the authority of the United States Federal Government, 
does hereby charge the following offense under the United States Code: 

That on November 22, 1963 at and within the County of Dallas in the 
State of Texas, Lee Harvey Oswald committed the crime of 

ASSASSINATION OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 

in violation of Title 18, Section 1751 of the United States Codes in that he, 
after deliberation and with the intent to cause the death of the President of 
the United States, caused the death of President John Fitzgerald Kennedy 
with a deadly weapon, namely a Mannlicher-Carcano rifle contrary to the 
form of the Statute and against the peace and dignity of the People of these 
United States. 



A TRUE BILL 



Foreperson of the Grand Jury 



Attorney General 
DATED: April 16, YR-1 
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United States Federal District Court 



United States 
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Lee Harvey Oswald 
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Duties of Jury to Find Facts and Follow 
the Law 

Jury to Consider Only This Defendant, 
Not Whether Others Have Committed 
Crimes 

Charge Against Defendant, 
Presumption of Innocence and Burden 
of Proof 

Reasonable Doubt 

Direct and Circumstantial Evidence 
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Consciousness of Guilt from Using 
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Proposed Instruction No. 1 

Preliminary Instruction- Duty of Jury and Outline of Trial 

Ladles and Gentlemen: 

Before the trial begins, I want to briefly explain what will happen and 
describe your role as jurors. 

This is a criminal case brought by the United States Government 
against the defendant Lee Harvey Oswald. The Government charges the 
defendant, Lee Harvey Oswald, with killing President John F. Kennedy on 
November 23, 1963, in Dallas, Texas. The charge against the defendant is 
contained in the indictment. The indictment is simply a description of the 
charge made by the Government against the defendant; it is not evidence 
of anything. 

As the trial begins, each side may make an opening statement. An 
opening statement is not evidence. It is simply an outline to help you 
understand what the attorneys for the Government and defendant will 
expect the evidence will show. 

The government will then present its evidence and counsel for 
defendant may cross-examine the Government witnesses. Following the 
Government’s case, the defendant may present evidence and the 
Government's counsel may cross-examine the defense witnesses. After all 
the evidence has been presented, the attorneys will make their closing 
arguments to summarize and interpret the evidence for you, and I will 
instruct you on the law. After that, you will go to the jury room to 
deliberate on your verdict. 

It will be your duty to decide from the evidence what the facts are. 
You, and you alone are the judges of the facts. You will hear the evidence, 
decide what the facts are. and then apply those facts to the law which I 
will give you. That is how you will reach your verdict. The evidence will 
consist of the testimony of witnesses, documents, and other things 
received into evidence as exhibits and any facts on which the lawyers 
agree or which I may instruct you to accept. 

You should not take anything I may say or do during the trial as 
indicating what I think of the evidence or what your verdict should be. 

Source: Model Criminal Jury Instructions for the 

Ninth Circuit (hereinafter "Ninth Circuit 
Instructions"), § 1.01 and § 1.11. 
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Proposed Instruction No. 2 
Preliminary Instruction- Presumption of Innocence 

In order to help you follow the evidence, I will now give you a brief 
summary of the elements of the crime which the Government must prove 
to make its case: 

(1) That the defendant Lee Harvey Oswald shot President John F. 
Kennedy on November 22, 1963 in Dallas, Texas. 

(2) That a shot fired by the defendant Lee Harvey Oswald caused the 
death of President John F. Kennedy; and 

(3) That the defendant Lee Harvey Oswald acted deliberately and 
with the intent to kill President John F. Kennedy. 

The defendant has pleaded not guilty to the charge and he is 
presumed innocent unless and until the Government has proven each 
element of the charge beyond a reasonable doubt. Please remember that, 
under our system of justice, a defendant has the right to remain silent and 
never has to prove innocence or present any evidence. 

Source: Ninth Circuit Instructions § 1.02 

(1992 ed). 

Proposed Instruction No. 3 
Preliminary Instruction-Ruling On Objections 

There are rules of evidence which control what can be received into 
evidence. When a lawyer asks a question or offers an exhibit into evidence 
and the lawyer on the other side thinks that it is not permitted by the rules 
of evidence, that lawyer may object. If I overrule the objection, the question 
may be answered or the evidence received. If I sustain the objection, the 
question cannot be answered. If an objection is sustained, you should 
ignore the question and should not guess what the answer would have 
been. 



Source: Ninth Circuit Instructions, § 1.06 

Proposed Instruction No. 4 

Preliminary Instruction- What Is Not Evidence 

The following things are bq! evidence, and you must not consider 
them as evidence in deciding the facts on the case: 

(1) Statements and arguments of the attorneys; 

(2) Questions and objections of the attorney; 

(3) Testimony that I instruct you to disregard. 

Source: Ninth Circuit Instructions, § 1.03 
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Proposed Instruction No. 5 
Preliminary Instruction- Credibility of Witnesses 

In deciding the facts of this case, you may have to decide which 
witnesses to believe and which witnesses not to believe. You may believe 
everything a witness says or only part of it or none of it. 

In deciding what to believe, you may consider a number of factors, 
including the following: 

(1) The witnesses’ ability to see or hear or know the things the 
witness testified to; 

(2) The quality of the witnesses' memory; 

(3) The witnesses’ manner while testifying; 

(4) Whether the witness has an interest in the outcome of the case or 
any motive, bias or prejudice; 

(5) Whether the witness was contradicted by anything the witness 
said or wrote before trial or by any other evidence; 

(6) How reasonable was the witnesses’ testimony when considered 
in light of other evidence which we believe. 

Source: Ninth Circuit Instructions, § 1.07. 



Proposed Instruction No. 6 

Preliminary Instruction- Evidence for Limited Purpose 

Some evidence may be admitted for a limited purpose only. When I 
instruct you that an item of evidence has been admitted for a limited 
purpose, you must consider it only for that limited purpose and for no 
other. 



Source: 



Ninth Circuit Instructions, § 1.04. 



Proposed Instruction No. 7 
(Instructions at End of Case) 

Duties of Jury to Find Facts and Follow the Law 

The Court will now instruct you on the law governing this case. You 
must arrive at your verdict by unanimous vote, applying the law, as I now 
instruct you, to the facts as you find them to be. In reaching your verdict, 
you must not be influenced by any personal likes or dislikes, opinions, 
prejudices or sympathy. That means you must decide the case solely on the 
evidence before you. 

Source: Ninth Circuit Instruction § 3.01 
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Proposed Instruction No. 8 
(Instructions After End of Case) 

Jury to Consider Only This Defendant, 

N ot Whether Others H ave Committed Crime. 

As I explained earlier, the defendant, Lee Harvey Oswald, is on trial 
because the Government has charged that he killed President Kennedy on 
November 22, 1963. The only question you must answer is whether the 
Government proved, beyond a reasonable doubt, that he committed this 
crime. It is not up to you to decide whether any other person is guilty of 
any crime. The question of the possible guilt of others should not enter 
your thinking when you decide whether the Government has proved 
beyond reasonable doubt that the defendant committed the crime charged. 

Source: Pattern Criminal Jury Instructions 

(Federal Judicial Center 1987), No. 20 



Proposed Instruction No. 9 
Charge Against Defendant, Presumption 
of Innocence and Burden of Proof 

As I explained at the beginning of the trial, the indictment in this 
case accuses the defendant, Lee Harvey Oswald, of killing President John 
F. Kennedy on November 22. 1963, In Dallas, Texas. To prove this charge 
the Government must establish each of the following elements beyond a ' 
reasonable doubt: 

( 1 ) That the defendant Lee Harvey Oswald shot President John F. 
Kennedy on November 22, 1963 in Dallas, Texas. 

(2) That a shot fired by the defendant Lee Harvey Oswald caused the 
death of President John F. Kennedy; and 

(3) That the defendant Lee Harvey Oswald acted deliberately and 
with the intent to kill President John F. Kennedy. 

The Government has the burden of proving every element of the 
charge beyond a reasonable doubt. If it fails to do so, you must return a 
verdict of not guilty. 

I remind you that the indictment is not evidence. The defendant is 
presumed to be innocent and does not have to testify or present any 
evidence to prove innocence. 

Source: Ninth Circuit Instructions § 3.02. 
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Proposed Instruction No. 10 
Reasonable Doubt 



A reasonable doubt is a doubt based upon reason and common sense, 
and may arise from a careful and impartial consideration of all the evidence, 
or from lack of evidence. Proof beyond a reasonable doubt is proof that 
leaves you firmly convinced that the defendant is guilty. 

If after a careful and impartial consideration, with your fellow jurors, 
of all the evidence, you are not convinced beyond a reasonable doubt that 
the defendant is guilty, it is your duty to find the defendant not guilty. On 
the other hand, if after careful and impartial consideration with your fellow 
jurors of all the evidence you are convinced beyond a reasonable doubt that 
the defendant is guilty, it is your duty to find the defendant guilty. 

Source: Ninth Circuit Instructions § 3.03 

(1992 ed.) 

Proposed Instruction No. 11 
Direct and Circumstantial Evidence 

Your verdict must be based upon the evidence. Evidence may be 
direct or circumstantial. Direct evidence is testimony by a witness about 
what that witness personally saw or heard or did. Circumstantial evidence 
is indirect evidence. In other words, it is proof of one or more facts from 
which you can find another fact. [As an example of circumstantial evidence, 
assume that you are in a room with no windows, but two people walk in 
from outside carrying an umbrella and raincoat, which are dripping wet. 
Although you cannot look outside to see for yourself whether or not it is 
raining, the fact that two people walked into the room dripping wet would 
be circumstantial evidence that it was raining outside.) 

You are to consider both direct and circumstantial evidence. The law 
permits you to give equal weight to both, but it is for you to decide how 
much weight to give to any evidence. 

Source: Ninth Circuit Instructions, § 1.05 



Proposed Instruction No. 12 
Stipulations of Fact 

The parties have agreed to certain facts. These facts are: 

(1) On November 22, 1963, John F. Kennedy was President of the 
United States; 

(2) On November 22, 1963, President John F. Kennedy was shot and 
killed in Dallas, Texas; 
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(3) [Other stipulated facts). 

Because the parties have agreed to these facts, you should treat 
these facts as having been proved. 

Source: Ninth Circuit Instructions, § 2.04 



Proposed Instruction No. 13 
Stipulated Testimony 

The parties have agreed that if were called as a 

witness, *s testimony would be: 

You should consider that testimony in the same 

way as if it had been given here in court. 

Source: Ninth Circuit Instructions, § 2.03 



Proposed Instruction No. 14 
Consciousness of Guilt from Using False Name 

The Government contends that the defendant may have used a false 
name in preparation for the crime charged. If you find that the defendant 
knowingly used a name other than this own in order to conceal his identity 
and to avoid identification, you may, but are not required to, infer the 
consciousness of guilt from use of a false name. You may not, however, 
infer on the basis of this alone that the defendant is, in fact, guilty of the 
crime charged. The significance of any evidence with respect to the 
defendant's use of a false name, if any, is a matter for you to determine. 

Source: L. Sand, Modem Federal Jury Instructions, 

No. 6*10. 



Proposed Instruction No. 15 

Guilty Knowledge from Clandestine Behavior 

Willful intent or guilty knowledge may be inferred from the secretive 
or irregular manner in which a transaction is carried out. 

Source: L. Sand, Modem Federal Jury Instructions, 

No. 6-19. 
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Proposed Instruction No. 16 
Consciousness of Guilt from Flight 

The Government contends that the actions of the defendant after the 
killing of President Kennedy, including his leaving the scene and his 
involvement in the death of police officer Tippit, show consciousness of 
guilt. The defendant, Lee Harvey Oswald, is not on trial in this case for the 
murder of Officer Tippit. However, if you are convinced beyond a 
reasonable doubt of the facts relating to the defendant’s involvement in the 
death of Officer Tippit, such conduct may be weighed by you in 
determining whether the defendant believed he was guilty of the killing of 
President Kennedy. 

You are specifically cautioned that evidence of flight of a defendant 
may not be used by you as a substitute for proof of guilt on the crime 
charged. Flight does not create a presumption of guilt. Flight may not 
always reflect feelings of guilt. Moreover, feelings of guilt, which are 
present in many innocent people, do not necessarily reflect actual guilt. 

Whether or not the evidence of the defendant’s conduct after 
President Kennedy was shot does or does not show that the defendant 
believed that he was guilty is a matter for you to determine. 

Source: L. Sand, Modem Federal Jury Instructions, 

No. 6-9. 



Proposed Instruction No. 17 
Opinion Evidence- Expert Witnesses 

You have heard testimony from persons described as experts. 

Persons who, by education and experience, have become expert in some 
field may state their opinion in matters in that field and may also state their 
reasons for the opinion. 

Expert opinion testimony should be judged just like any other 
testimony. You may accept it or reject it and give it as much weight as you 
think it deserves, considering the witness’s education and experience, the 
reasons given for the opinion, and all the other evidence in the case. 

Source: Ninth Circuit Instructions, § 4.16. 

[It may seem strange to you that you are called upon to resolve 
conflicts between different experts who disagree. But you must remember 
that you are the sole trier of the facts, and that the testimony of the experts 
relates to a question of fact — that is, whether Lee Harvey Oswald fired the 
shot that killed President Kennedy; so, it is your job to resolve the 
disagreement. The way you resolve the conflict between experts is the 
same way you decide other fact questions. You may reject the testimony of 
any expert in whole or part, if you conclude the reasons given in support of 
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an opinion are unsound, or, if you, for other reasons, do not believe the 
expert witness. The determination of the facts in this case rests solely with 
you. 



Source: 



L. Sand, Modem Federal Jury Instructions, 
No. 7-23. 



Proposed Instruction No. 18 
Return of Verdict 

Each of you must decide the case for yourself after discussion of all 
the evidence with your fellow jurors. Your verdict, whether guilty or not 
guilty, must be unanimous. 

After you have reached unanimous agreement on a verdict, one of 
you should fill in the form that has been given to you, and return to the 
court room. 

Source: Ninth Circuit Instructions, § 7.01 and § 7.04 



United States Federal District Court 



United States 



vs. 



Plaintiffs, 



No. 



Lee Harvey Oswald 

Defendant. 



We, the jury, find the defendant, Lee Harvey Oswald: 

Guilty . 

Not Guilty . 



Dated: 



Foreperson of the Jury 
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1 . 



Special Interrogatories 

Did Lee Harvey Oswald act alone? 

• - Yes 

No 

2. Were any other shots fired at President Kennedy by anyone 
other than Lee Harvey Oswald? 

Yes 

No 

3. Did any of the shots which hit President Kennedy come 
from the grassy knoll? 

Yes 

No . 
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Participants in the Trial of the Century 

COORDINATORS 

Peter B. Freeman, Esq. 

Peter Freeman is a partner at Jenner and Block in Chicago, where he practices in 
the area of commercial litigation. He has been a member of the council of the 
Section of Litigation of the American Bar Association and served as program 
chair for the section's 1991 Annual Fall Meeting. He contributed to treatises and 
other publications on various topics including litigation, antitrust and 
environmental law. After graduating cum laude from Harvard Law School in 
1969, he clerked on the United States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit. 

Donald E. Vinson, Ph.D. 

Dr. Vinson is recognized as a national authority in the field of litigation support. 
He has developed and presented executive education seminars to law firms and 
major corporations throughout the United States. He is the author and 
contributor to seven books and more than 40 articles on the role of behavioral 
and social science research in the litigation arena. Dr. Vinson was formerly a 
founder and chief executive officer of Litigation Sciences, Inc. He served as 
chairman of the Department of Marketing, Graduate School of Business 
Administration, University of Southern California, and is an associate professor 
of marketing at the Graduate School of Management, UCLA. He earned his 
Ph.D. from the University of Colorado. 

Trial flJDGES 

The Honorable William Matthew Byrne, Jr. 

The Honorable Judge Byrne has been a United States district judge in Los 
Angeles since 1971. He was a federal prosecutor, partner in a Los Angeles law 
firm specializing in civil litigation until he was appointed United States Attorney 
in Los Angeles. He was executive director of the President's Commission on 
Campus Unrest. Judge Byrne is an adjunct professor at Loyola Law School in 
Los Angeles. He received an LL.B. from the University of Southern California, 
and has been awarded Honorary Doctor of Law degrees from Loyola 
Marymount University and Urbana College. 

The Honorable Carol A. Corrigan 

Judge Corrigan was appointed to the Alameda County Superior Court in 1991, 
where she currently serves. From 1987 to 1991 she served as Judge in the 
Oakland -Piedmont-Emeryville Judicial District. She was the chairperson for the 
Alameda County Judicial Coordinating Committee, from 1989 to 1991, and a 
member of the President's commission on Organized Crime from 1983 to 1986. 
Judge Corrigan has been a member of the Judicial Counsel Advisory Committee 
on Voir Dire, since 1988, and was elected chairman in 1991. She earned a J.D. 
from the University of California Hastings Law School. 
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The Honorable Sam C. Pointer, Jr. 

Appointed October, 1970 as U.S. District Judge for the Northern District of 
Alabama*. Judge Pointer has been Chief Judge since 1982. He is chairman of the 
Advisory Committee on Civil Rules and has served as a member of the Judicial 
Conference of the United States, the Standing Committee on Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, the Judicial Ethics Committee, the 1 1 th Circuit Judicial Council 
and the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation; as a judge of the Temporary 
Emergency Court of Appeals; and as Chairman of the Board of Editors, Manual 
for Complex Litigation Second. 



PANEUSTS 

The Honorable Marvin E. Aspen 

Judge Aspen was appointed a United States District Judge for the Northern 
District of Illinois on July 24, 1979. Prior to this appointment, he served as judge 
of the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois. He was appointed to that position 
in September of 1971, and on November 4, 1974, was elected to a full term. He 
served five years in the Criminal Division and three years in the Civil Law-Jury 
Division. He is a lecturer for the Federal Judicial Center's continuing education 
programs. Judge Aspen received his J.D. from Northwestern University Law 
School. 

Joseph A. Ball, Esq. 

Mr. Ball is a partner in Carlsmith Ball Wichman Murray Case Mukai & Ichiki 
specializing in civil and criminal practice in state and federal courts. He is a past 
president of the American College of Trial Lawyers, the Long Beach Bar 
Association, and the State Bar of California. He was a staff counsel to the 
Commission to Investigate the Assassination of President Kennedy. He has 
taught criminal law and procedure at the University of Southern California 
School of Law, been a member of the faculty at the National Institute for Trial 
Advocacy in Boulder, and a member of the faculty at Loyola Law School. He 
earned an LL.B. from the University of Southern California, and a Doctor of 
Laws from Pepperdine University. 

The Honorable Terry J. Hatter, Jr. 

The Honorable Terry J. Hatter, Jr. was appointed in 1979 as a United States 
District Court Judge for the Central District of California. He served as Superior 
Court Judge in Los Angeles from 1977 to 1980. From 1975 to 1977, he was 
special assistant to the Mayor of Los Angeles, and director of the Office of Urban 
Development. He is a member of the Bars of both California and Illinois. Judge 
Hatter earned his J. D. from the University of Chicago Law School. 

The Honorable Pamela Ann Rymer 

The Honorable Pamela Ann Rymer was appointed a United States Circuit Court 
Judge, Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit on May 24, 1989 and was 
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previously a United States District Judge for the Central District of California 
from February, 1983 to May, 1989. From 1975 to 1983, Judge Rymer was a 
partner in the firm Toy and Rymer, and of Lillick, McHose and Charles prior to 
that. Judge Rymer earned her LL.B. from Stanford University. 

The Honorable Kimba M. Wood 

Judge Wood is currently a United States District Judge in the Southern District of 
New York; appointed in 1988. From 1971 until 1988 she was in private law 
practice with the firm LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & MacRae in New York. She was 
the Judicial Representative to the Section of Antitrust Law from 1989-1991. 

Judge Wood earned a J.D. from Harvard Law School. 

Trial Team — PROSECUTION 

James J. Brosnahan, Esq. 

Mr. Brosnahan is a specialist in civil and criminal trial work, and is a partner in 
the firm of Morrison & Foerster. He has tried more than 100 jury cases including 
patent, libel, murder, narcotics, obstruction of justice, conspiracy, and antitrust. 
Mr. Brosnahan has argued many civil and criminal appeals in state and federal 
court, including two cases in the United States Supreme Court. In 1990, Mr. 
Brosnahan was named by the National Law Journal as one of the ten best trial 
lawyers in the country. Mr. Brosnahan has authored many articles and books on 
a variety of legal subjects. He earned his LL.B. degree from Harvard Law 
School. 

Joseph W. Cotchett, Esq. 

Mr. Cotchett is a partner in the firm Cotchett, Illston & Pitre, in Burlingame, and 
Los Angeles, California. He is a former member of the Board of Governors of 
the California Bar, Judicial Commission, and Judicial Council. He is a Fellow of 
the American College of Trial Lawyers, the International Academy of Trial 
Lawyers, the American Board of Trial Advocates, and the International Society 
of Barristers. He has authored several books on trial practice, including Federal 
and California Courtroom Evidence. Mr. Cotchett received his LL.B. from the 
University of California, Hastings College of Law, and engineering degree from 
Cal Poly Tech. 

John W. Keker, Esq. 

Mr. Keker has been in private practice since 1973 specializing in criminal and 
civil trials, with the firm now known as Keker, Brockett & Van Nest. In 1989, 
Mr. Keker was the chief prosecutor in 'United States v. Oliver North," Mr. Keker 
served as president of the San Francisco Police Commission, and vice president 
of the San Francisco Fire Commission. He is a Fellow of the American College of 
Trial Lawyers, the International Academy of Trial Lawyers and the American 
Bar Foundation. Mr. Keker graduated from Yale Law School, and served as law 
clerk to Retired Chief Justice Earl Warren. 
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Trial Team — DEFENSE 



Thomas D. Barr, Esq. 

rMr. Bar-, is a partner at Cravath, Swaine & Moore. He was a member of the 
executive committee and was national co-chairman of the Lawyers' Committee 
for Civil Rights Under Law, and a member of the board of directors, Salzburg 
Seminar. Mr. Barr is a Fellow of the American Law Institute, the American 
College of Trial Lawyers, and the International Academy of Trial Lawyers. He 
earned his LL.B. from Vale Law School. 

David Boies, Esq. 

Mr. Boies is a partner in Cravath, Swaine &c Moore. He has been chief counsel 
and staff director of the United States Senate Antitrust Subcommittee, and the 
Judiciary Committee. He has published books and articles concerning corporate 
litigation, securities and regulation issues. Mr. Boies has taught law at New 
York University. He graduated with his LL.B. magna cum laude from Yale 
University. 

Evan Chesler, Esq. 

Mr. Chesler is a partner in the New York law firm of Cravath, Swaine & Moore, 
where he specializes in corporate litigation matters such as intellectual property, 
antitrust, securities and commercial transactions. He is a cum laude graduate of 
New York University Law School, and he is the author of published articles on 
antitrust, securities and international law, as well as a textbook on Russian 
history. 



Expert WITNESSES 
Roger L. McCarthy, Ph.D., P.E. 

Dr. McCarthy is chairman and chief executive officer of Failure Analysis 
Associates, Inc. He has been with the company since 1978. 

Dr. McCarthy was elected chairman in 1988 and has been president and chief 
executive officer since 1982. Dr. McCarthy's areas of specialization include: 
mechanical design, risk analysis; the quantification of hazards posed by design 
and construction of mechanical components, products or system failure in the 
consumer, industrial, and transportation environments. Dr. McCarthy holds 
three graduate degrees, including a Ph.D. in mechanical engineering, from the 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology. 

Robert L. Piziali, Ph.D., P.E. 

Dr. Piziali, a principal engineer and vice president of Failure Analysis 
Associates, Inc. since 1990, is a specialist in the biomechanics of human injury 
and its related fields: accident reconstruction, occupant kinematics and 
restraints; recreational and mechanical engineering equipment design and 
analysis. Formerly a professor of mechanical engineering at Stanford 
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University, Dr. Piziali was chairman of the School of Engineering Advisory 
Committee on Engineering in Medicine and Biology for several years. Dr. Piziali 
holds three degrees, including a Ph.D. in mechanical engineering, from the 
University of California at Berkeley, 

Martin L. Fackler, M.D. 

Dr. Fackler is president of the International Wound Ballistics Association. Since 
1982 he has been clinical assistant professor of surgery at the Uniformed Services 
University of the Health Sciences in Bethesda, Maryland. Dr. Fackler is technical 
advisor to the Association of Firearm and Toolmark Examiners. From 1981 to 
1991, he was director of the Wound Ballistics Laboratory at Letterman Army 
Institute of Research in San Francisco. Dr. Fackler has authored over 100 
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